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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-40 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Applicant argues the intelligent agent, in Maissel reference, monitors the viewing 
behavior of viewers and creates a preference profile based on the monitored viewing 
behavior. The viewer does not have the privilege of creating the electronic program 
guide on his/her own ....Maissel does not allow the user to remotely access the 
electronic program guide that the user has created... 

In response to Applicant's argument, it is noted that the limitation above is not recited in 
the claims. Furthermore, Maissel discloses the interface unit 1 10 receives television 
broadcast from the television network. A user of the apparatus of figure 1 chooses a 
channel to watch, using means such as a remote control unit. The interface unit 110, 
responsive to the user's choice of channel, transmits display signals representing 
received broadcast on the chosen channel to the display apparatus 100 (par. 0153). In 
addition, a program schedule information is typically intended to assist a television 
viewer in choosing a television program to watch (par. 01 55+). The intelligent agent also 
typically receives television viewing information representing current television viewing 
behavior of one of more individual viewer. The television viewing information typically 
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comprising an indication of the channel currently being watched, viewer identification 
information... (par. 0170); and the apparatus is preferably operative to provide an 
appropriate questionnaire or other assisted data input method.... Particularly, the viewer 
is preferably enabled to provide information on programs or type of programs which the 
viewer prefers to view or prefers not to view (par. 01 74+). Therefore, the program 
selection apparatus as claimed is met by the apparatus in figure 1 , wherein the program 
selection information is met by the television viewing information or information on 
programs or types of program which the viewer prefers provided by viewer upon 
selection of one of said programs listed in the program schedule information or upon 
selection to respond to questionnaire respectively. 
For reasons above, rejection for claims 1-40 are discussed as follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 5-8, 13-14, 25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 5 and 7 recite the limitation "said remote commander" in lines 24-25. 
Claim 13 recites the limitation "said remote commander" in lines 17, 19, 27, 29, 

30-31. 
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There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-5, 9-13, 17-19, 21-23, 25-27, 33-35, 37-39 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Maissel et al. (US 2003/0088872 A1). 

Regarding claim 1 , Maissel teaches a program guide information providing device (head 
end 340) adapted to communicate with a communication terminal device (interface 
110); the program guide information providing device comprising: 
program guide information storing means (intelligent agent 330) for storing program 
guide information indicating the contents of programs to be supplied by predetermined 
program supplying means (see figure 8A and paragraphs 0218, 0245+); 
preference information storing means (profile storing unit 370-figure 8A) for storing 
preference information indicating the preferences of each of one or more users (par. 
0244+), Maissel discloses the viewer preference profile associated with particular site 
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(par. 0244+), viewer identification may be received by interface unit (par. 01 70+); and 
the program is transmitted to user using user's address (par. 0294). Inherently, the 
preference information for each user also corresponding to a particular communication 
terminal device (particular site) with identification associated therewith; 
a receiver for receiving identification information from the communication terminal 
device indicative of the identification thereof (par. 01 71+); 

Maissel further discloses the intelligent agent is operative to customize the program 
schedule information received from the receiving unit 120 in accordance with one of 
more viewer preference profiles belonging to one or more viewers and to output a 
program guide comprising the customized program schedule information to the display 
apparatus for display (see paragraph 01 84+). Clearly, the device comprises a searching 
means for reading from the preference information storing means the preference 
information; searching programs matching the preferences of the user from the program 
guide information based on the read preference information, and generating searched 
program guide information (customized program guide information) comprising the 
searched programs; and transmitting means for transmitting the searched program 
guide information to the communication terminal device. In addition, Maissel discloses a 
program selection apparatus (apparatus in figure 1 or figure 8) receives program 
selection information (television viewing information - par. 0170+ or information on 
programs or type of program which the viewer prefers to view - par. 0174, par. 0243+) 
upon selection of one of the program listed in the program guide information (program 
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schedule information - par. 0155 or figures 9) by the user on the communication 
terminal device. 

Regarding claim 2, Maissel discloses television programs (e.g. movies) is provided to 
terminal device by the headend (par.0245+, figure 8A). Inherently, the headend 
comprises a receiving means for receiving programs supplied from program supplying 
means. 

Regarding claim 3, Maissel teaches a program guide information providing system 
comprising a communication terminal device (interface 110) and a program guide 
information providing device adapted to communicate with each other; wherein the 
program guide information providing device comprising limitations as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 1. Maissel further teaches the communication terminal device 
comprises: transmitting means (modem 375) for transmitting the guide information 
providing device (headend) the program identification information associated with the 
communication terminal device (viewer identification information, user's address or 
identification of particular site (par. 0170+ and figures 8A-B); receiving means (receive 
unit 120) for receiving the searched program guide information transmitted from the 
program guide providing device (figure 2); and notification means (display 100 -figure 1) 
for notifying the user of received searched program guide information; and transmitting 
means (modem 375 - par. 0243) for transmitting to a program selection apparatus 
program selection information (television viewing information - par. 0170+ or 
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information on programs or type of program which the viewer prefers to view - par. 
0174, par. 0243+) upon selection of one of the program listed in the program guide 
information (program schedule information - par. 0155 or figures 9) by the user on the 
communication terminal device. 

Regarding claim 4, Maissel discloses television programs (e.g. movies) is provided to 
terminal device by the headend (par.0245+, figure 8A). Inherently, the headend 
comprises a receiving means for receiving programs supplied from program supplying 
means. 

Regarding claim 5, the limitations of the information receiving device as claimed 
correspond to the limitations of the information providing device in claim 1 , and are 
analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claim 1. In addition, Maissel 
teaches transmitting means for transmitting the searched program guide information to 
the remote commander (apparatus 10-figure 10) ; and a remote commander having first 
transmitting/receiving means (transmitter 101/receiver 40- figure 10B) for directly 
exchange information between the receiving means and the transmitting means, and 
second transmitting/receiving means (telephone network 80 or LAN 85) for exchanging 
information via the communication terminal device and the communicating means 
(figure 10 and par. 0294). 
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Regarding claims 9-13, the limitations of the method as claimed correspond to the 
limitations of the device as claims in claims 1-5 respectively and are analyzed as 
discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 1-5. 

Regarding claim 17, Maissel teaches the preference information storing means (370) is 
located adjacent to the program selection apparatus (360- figure 8A). 

Regarding claim 18, Maissel teaches the preference information is located at a remote 
location (headend) apart from the program selection apparatus (interface unit 110 - 
figure 8A). 

Regarding claim 19, Maissel teaches the preference information is retrieved over a 
public network (telephone network - par. 0243+). 

Regarding claims 21-23, the limitations as claimed corresponding to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 17-19, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claims 17-19. 

Regarding claims 25-27, the limitations as claimed corresponding to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 17-19, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claims 17-19. 
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Regarding claims 33-35, the limitations as claimed corresponding to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 17-19, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claims 17-19. 

Regarding claims 37-39, the limitations as claimed corresponding to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 17-19, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claims 17-19. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 20, 24, 28, 36 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maissel et al. (US 2003/0088872). 

Regarding claims 20, 24, 28, 36, Maissel teaches a device and method as discussed 
with respect to the rejection of claims 18, 22, 26, 34 and 38 respectively. Maissel further 
discloses the customized program guide could be delivered to a viewer by a 
personalized World Wide Web site on the Internet (par. 207-210). However, Maissel 
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does not specifically disclose preference information is stored at a website. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that preference information is stored 
at a website in order to expand capabilities of the system. 

8. Claims 6 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maissel et al. (US 2003/0088872 A1 ), and in view of Ellis et al. (US 2003/0149988). 

Regarding claim 6, Maissel teaches an information receiving device as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 5. However, Maissel does not specifically disclose recording control 
means for recording to recording means programs specified by the communication 
terminal device from a plurality of programs supplied from the program supplied means. 

Ellis teaches recording control means for recording to recording means (storage 15-see 
figures 2d, 4) programs specified by the communication terminal device from a plurality 
of programs supplied from the program supplied means (see par. 0013). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Maissel to use the teaching of Ellis in order to a allow multiple users to 
share programs stored as the server and reduce space at the terminal device. 

Regarding claim 14, the limitations of the method as claimed correspond to the 
limitations of the device as claims in claim 6, and are analyzed as discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claim 6. 
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9. Claims 7, 15 and 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maissel et al. (US 2003/0088872 A1 ) and in view of Darbee et al. 
(US 6,130,726). 

Regarding claim 7, Maissel teaches an operating system wherein a communication 
terminal device (remote control 111) and an information receiving device (head end 1 5) 
are connected via predetermined communication (figure 10B) wherein the information 
receiving device comprising the limitations corresponding to the limitations of 
information receiving device as claimed in claim 5 and are analyzed as discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claim 5. Maissel further discloses each member of family of 
the user may select corresponding agent by using a different key on the remote control 
111 or by using a different remote control (par. 0323), and user can choose a program 
Inherently, the terminal device (remote control 111) comprises transmitting means for 
transmitting to the remote commander (apparatus 10) the identification information 
appropriate to the communication terminal device (remote command 1 1 1 ). In addition, 
Maissel discloses a program selection apparatus (apparatus in figure 1 or figure 8) 
receives program selection information (television viewing information - par. 0170+ or 
information on programs or type of program which the viewer prefers to view - par. 
0174, par. 0243+) upon selection of one of the program listed in the program guide 
information (program schedule information - par. 0155 or figures 9) by the user using 
remote control unit. However, Maissel does not specifically disclose apparatus 10 
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comprise a second transmitting means for exchanging information via remote control 
1 1 1 and communicating means; the remote control 1 1 1 comprises: receiving means for 
receiving the searched program guide information transmitted from the apparatus 10, 
notifying means for notifying the user of the received searched program guide 
information; and program guide on the remote control. 

Darbee discloses remote control that comprises transceiver 48 or (receiver 
34/transmitter 35) for receiving program guide from a set top box and transmits 
command to the set top box (see figure 2 and col. 3, line 31+). The received program 
guide information is displayed the received program guide on LCD 14 (see figures 2, 
5A). Thus, the remote commander (set top box) comprises a second transmitting means 
for transmitting program guide to the communication terminal device (remote control 10) 
and the communication terminal device comprises receiver 35 or transceiver 40 reads 
on the receiving means and the LCD 14 reads on the notification means. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Maissel to use the teaching as taught by Darbee in order to allow user 
to search a program on the EPG without interrupting other viewers watching program on 
the screen of set top box. 

Regarding claim 15, the limitations of the method as claimed correspond to the 
limitations of the device as claims in claim 7, and are analyzed as discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claim 7. 
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Regarding claims 29-32, the limitations as claimed corresponding to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 17-20, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claims 17-20. 

10. Claims 8 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maissel et al. (US 2003/0088872 A1), in view of Darbee et al. (US 6,130,726); and 
further in view of Ellis et al. (US 2003/0149988). 

Regarding claim 8, Maissel in view of Darbee teaches an information receiving device 
as discussed in the rejection of claim 7. However, neither Maissel nor Darbee 
specifically disclose recording control means for recording to recording means programs 
specified by the communication terminal device from a plurality of programs supplied 
from the program supplied means. 

Ellis teaches recording control means for recording to recording means (storage 15-see 
figures 2d, 4) programs specified by the communication terminal device from a plurality 
of programs supplied from the program supplied means (see par. 0013). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Maissel and Darbee to use the teaching of Ellis in order to a allow 
multiple users to share programs stored as the server and reduce space at the terminal 
device. 
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Regarding claim 16, the limitations of the method as claimed correspond to the 
limitations of the device as claims in claim 8, and are analyzed as discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claim 8. 

1 1 . Claims 7, 15, 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maissel et al. (US 2003/0088872 A1) and in view of Cray et al. (US 6,040,829). 

Regarding claim 7, Maissel teaches an operating system wherein a communication 
terminal device (remote control 111) and an information receiving device (head end 1 5) 
are connected via predetermined communication (figure 10B) wherein the information 
receiving device comprising the limitations corresponding to the limitations of 
information receiving device as claimed in claim 5 and are analyzed as discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claim 5. Maissel further discloses each member of family of 
the user may select corresponding agent by using a different key on the remote control 
111 or by using a different remote control (par. 0323), and user can choose a program 
Inherently, the terminal device (remote control 111) comprises transmitting means for 
transmitting to the remote commander (apparatus 10) the identification information 
appropriate to the communication terminal device (remote command 111). In addition, 
Maissel discloses a program selection apparatus (apparatus in figure 1 or figure 8) 
receives program selection information (television viewing information - par. 0170+ or 
information on programs or type of program which the viewer prefers to view - par. 
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0174, par. 0243+) upon selection of one of the program listed in the program guide 
information (program schedule information - par. 0155 or figures 9) by the user using 
remote control unit. However, Maissel does not specifically disclose apparatus 10 
comprise a second transmitting means for exchanging information via remote control 
1 1 1 and communicating means; the remote control 1 1 1 comprises: receiving means for 
receiving program guide information transmitted from the apparatus 10, notifying means 
for notifying the user of the received searched program guide information; and program 
guide on the remote control. 

Croy discloses a communication terminal device (remote device 200) comprising: 
transmitting means (210 - figure 2 and col. 5, line 4+) for transmitting to the remote 

\ 

commander (base station 100- figure 1) the identification information associated with 
the communication terminal device (col. 6, line 1+); 

receiving means (210 - figure 2 and col. 5, line 4+) for program guide transmitted from 
the base station 100; notifying means (LCD 240 - figure 2 and col. 5, line 25+) for 
notifying the user of the received program guide information; and transmitting means for 
transmitting to a program selection apparatus (base station 100 or provider - col. 5, line 
57+) program selection information upon selection of one of the program lists in the 
program guide information by a user on the communication terminal device (remote 
device 200- col. 6, line 1+). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Maissel to use the teaching 
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as taught by Cray in order to allow user to navigate EPG without interrupting other 
viewers watching program on the screen of set top box. 

Regarding claim 15, the limitations of the method as claimed correspond to the 
limitations of the device as claims in claim 7, and are analyzed as discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claim 7. 

Regarding claims 29-32, the limitations as claimed corresponding to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 17-20, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claims 17-20. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Croy et al. (US 6,476,825) teaches handheld video viewer and remote control device. 
Lang et al. (US 5,983,214) teaches system and method employing individual user 
content based data and user collaborative feedback data to evaluate the content of and 
information. 

Huang et al. (US 6,437,836) teaches extended functionally remote control system and 
method thereof. 
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13. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Son P Huynh whose telephone number is 703-305- 
1889. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:30. 

1 5. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Faile can be reached on 703-305-4380. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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16. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Son P. Huynh 
April 8, 2004 
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